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DETAILED ACTION 
Response to Amendment 

1 . Claims 1 -2,4-25 are pending. 

Specification 

2. The amendment filed 10/10/2006 is objected to under 35 U.S.C. 132(a) because 
it introduces new matter into the disclosure. 35 U.S.C. 132(a) states that no 
amendment shall introduce new matter into the disclosure of the invention. The added 
material, which is not supported by the original disclosure. Is as follows: Figure 7 has 
been added, however, applicant must amend the specification to correspond with "Brief 
Description of Drawings". 

Applicant is required to cancel the new matter in the reply to this Office Action. 
Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

3. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained thougti the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

4. Claims 1-2,4-5,7-8,1 1,13-24 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Applicant's admitted prior art in view of Lu (US 6.046,826). 

For claim 1, which is representative of claim 15 and 20, Applicant's admitted prior 
art discloses an apparatus having a light source for a transparent sheet of a scanner 
comprising: a scanner upper shelllO; a light emitting element 12 disposed on said 
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scanner upper shell; a reflective plate 121 disposed between said scanner upper shell 
and said light-emitting element, said reflective plate being adapted to reflect from said 
light-emitting element onto a surface (Page 1 and 2; Figsl A-2B). 

Applicant's admitted prior art does not disclose expressly an aperture formed on 
a first predetermined position of said reflective plate to decrease said reflective light on 
a portion of said surface. 

Lu discloses an aperture formed on a first predetermined position of said 
reflective plate to decrease said reflective light on a portion of said surface (Col 1 Lines 
60-Col2Line11; Fig 2A). 

Applicant's admitted prior art & Lu and combinable because they are from the 
same field of endeavor. 

At the time of the invention, it would have been obvious to a person of ordinary 
skill in the art to combine Lu with Applicant's admitted prior art. 

The suggestion/motivation for doing so would have been to decrease the 
illumination with an aperture. 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to combine Applicant's admitted prior art 
with Lu to obtain the invention as specified in claim 1 . 

Regarding claim 2, Applicant's admitted prior art discloses wherein said light- 
emitting element comprises a lamp (Ref. 160; Fig 2B). 

For claim 4-5, which is representative of claims 18 and 22-23. Lu teaches 
wherein said reflective plate substantially comprises an arc shape and TT shape (See 
Fig 2A) 
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Considering claim 7, Lu teaches wherein said aperture substantially comprises 
an elongated shape (Fig 2A). 

Regarding claim 8, which is representative of claim 21, Lu discloses a spreading 
plate disposed between said light-emitting elements and said reflective plate (Col 2 
Lines 29-38; Fig 4). 

For claim 1 1 , Lu teaches a protective plate disposed on said scanner upper shell 
for protecting said apparatus (Col 1 Lines 60-Col 2 Line 1 1 ; Fig 2A). 

Considering claim 13, which is representative of claim 16, Lu discloses a scanner 
lower shell coupled to said scanner upper shell (Ref 1 1 Fig 1). 

Regarding claim 14, Lu teaches wherein said scanner upper shell and said 
scanner lower shell substantially comprises a scanning device (Ref 12 Fig 1). 

Considering claim 17, Lu teaches wherein said aperture is adapted to not reflect 
the light produced by a light source of said scanner (Col 2 Lines 42-46). 

For claims 19 and 24, Examiner rejects comprising at least two apertures fomned 
on the plate as design choice, as applicant has not pointed out the significance of 
forming at least apertures on the plate. 

5. Claim 6 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Applicant's admitted prior art in view of Lu and Nakamura (JP 10-197969A). 

Applicant's admitted prior art in view of Lu discloses the apparatus as discussed 

above. 

Applicant's admitted prior art in view of Lu does not disclose expressly wherein 
the central part of said aperture is wider than the two ends (claim 6). 
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Nakamura discloses wherein a central part of said aperture is wider than the two 
ends (Drawing 1). 

Applicant's admitted prior art & Lu and Nakamura are combinable because they 
are units, which have lamps that irradiate light towards a manuscript. 

At the time of the invention, it would have been obvious to a person of ordinary 
skill in the art to combine Applicant's admitted prior art with Lu and Nakamura. 

The suggestion/motivation for doing so would have been to decrease the quantity 
of light irradiated by the manuscript (Paragraph 0005). 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to combine Nakamura with Applicant's 
admitted prior art and Lu to obtain the invention as specified in claims 4-6. 
6. Claims 9-10 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Applicant's admitted prior art in view of Lu and Kite et al (US 6,864,998). 

Applicant's admitted prior art in view of Lu discloses the apparatus as discussed 

above. 

For claim 9, Kito teaches wherein said spreading plate includes a plurality of 
perforations (Col 14 Lines 7-26). 

Considering claim 10, Kito discloses wherein said spreading plate is adapted to 
distribute at least a portion of the light emitted by said light emitting element (Col 14 
Lines 7-26). 

Applicant's admitted prior art in view of Lu & Kito are combinable because they 
are from the same scope of nature, apparatus with a light source. 
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At the time of the invention, It would have been obvious to a person of ordinary 
skill in the art to combine Lu and Kito with Applicant's admitted prior art. 

The suggestion/motivation for doing so would have been to cover the rays 
passing through. 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to combine Applicant's admitted prior art 
with Lu and Kito to obtain the invention as specified in claims 9-10. 
7. Claim 25 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over APA in 
view of Lu et al (US 6,046,826) and further in view of Nakamichi (US 6,785,898). 

APA and Lu disclose the apparatus as discussed above. 

APA and Lu do not disclose expressly wherein at least a portion of the one or 
more apertures comprise a first end, a center portion and a second end, wherein the 
center portion of the aperture is wider than one of the first and second end. 

Nakamichi discloses wherein at least a portion of the one or more apertures 
comprise a first end, a center portion and a second end, wherein the center portion of 
the aperture is wider than one of the first and second end. 

APA, Lu & Nakamichi are combinable because they are from the same field of 
endeavor, devices with scanning inputs. 

At the time of the invention, it would have been obvious to a person of ordinary 
skill in the art to combine Nakamichi with APA and Lu. 

The suggestion/motivation for doing so would have been to eliminate potential 
cause of damage to the apparatus during insertion and removal, as taught by 
Nakamichi. 
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Therefore, it would have been obvious to combine Nal<amichi with APA and Lu to 
obtain the invention as specified in claim 25. 



Response to Arguments 



8. Applicant's arguments filed have been fully considered but they are not 
persuasive. Applicant argues the limitations of claim 1 (and hence it's dependent 
claims) are not taught by applicant's admitted prior art. Upon further review. Examiner 
feels these limitations are taught by Applicant's admitted prior art in view of Lu, 
Nakaumura, and Kito, as discussed above. The aperture is on the cover, which has a 
reflecting capability. In the middle of the base is a cut 220 serving as light slot for light to 
pass through, as taught in Lu and claimed in applicant's invention. Examiner would 
kindly like to point applicant's attention to the cited passages are pointed out above and 
in the previous office action with attention to Lu Col 1 Lines 60- Col 2 Line 1 1 and Fig 
2A. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC §112 

9. The following is a quotation of the first paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 112: 

The specification shall contain a written description of the invention, and of the manner and process of 
making and using it, in such full, clear, concise, and exact terms as to enable any person skilled in the 
art to which it pertains, or with which it is most nearly connected, to make and use the same and shall 
set forth the best mode contemplated by the inventor of carrying out his invention. 

10. Claim 12 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 1 12, first paragraph, as based on a 
disclosure, which is not enabling. The LED array is critical or essential to the practice of 
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the invention, but not included in the claim(s) is not enabled by the disclosure. See In re 
Mayhew, 527 F.2d 1229, 188 USPQ 356 (CCPA 1976). 

Drawings 

1 1 . The drawings are objected to under 37 CFR 1 .83(a). The drawings must show 
every feature of the invention specified in the claims. Therefore, the LED array must be 
shown or the feature(s) canceled from the claim(s). No new matter should be entered. 

Corrected drawing sheets in compliance with 37 CFR 1.121(d) are required in 
reply to the Office action to avoid abandonment of the application. Any amended 
replacement-drawing sheet should include all of the figures appearing on the immediate 
prior version of the sheet, even if only one figure is being amended. The figure or figure 
number of an amended drawing should not be labeled as "amended." If a drawing figure 
is to be canceled, the appropriate figure must be removed from the replacement sheet, 
and where necessary, the remaining figures must be renumbered and appropriate 
changes made to the brief description of the several views of the drawings for 
consistency. Additional replacement sheets may be necessary to show the renumbering 
of the remaining figures. Each drawing sheet submitted after the filing date of an 
application must be labeled in the top margin as either "Replacement Sheet" or "New 
Sheet" pursuant to 37 CFR 1.121(d). If the examiner does not accept the changes, the 
applicant will be notified and informed of any required corrective action in the next Office 
action. The objection to the drawings will not be held in abeyance. 
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Conclusion 

12. Applicant's amendment necessitated the new ground(s) of rejection presented in 
this Office action. Accordingly, THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. See MPEP 
§ 706.07(a). Applicant is reminded of the extension of time policy as set forth in 37 
CFR 1.136(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within 
TWO MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not 
mailed until after the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the 
shortened statutory period will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any 
extension fee pursuant to 37 CFR 1 .136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of 
the advisory action. In no event, however, will the statutory period for reply expire later 
than SIX MONTHS from the date of this final action. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Heather D. Gibbs whose telephone number is 571-272- 
7404. The examiner can normally be reached on M-Thu 8AM-7PM. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, David K. Moore can be reached on 571-272-7437. The fax phone number 
for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 
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Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more Infomriation about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 
system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 



Heather D Gibbs 
Examiner 
Art Unit 2625 
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